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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 3416. 

I 

j 

Robert L. Bradfield, Appellant, 


Essie Bradfield. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

j 

In Equity. No. 37658. 

| 

Essie Bradfield, Plaintiff, 

vs. i 

Robert L. Bradfield, Defendant; Daisy Copeland and Vera 

Cunningham, Co-defendants. 

| 

i 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Supreme Court of fhe District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

I 

| •> 

1 Bill of Complaint. 

j 

Filed March 10, 1920. 

i 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 37658. j _ 

! 

Essie Bradfield, Plaintiff, 

| 

VS. 

Robert L. Bradfield, Defendant; Daisy Copeland and Vera 

Cunningham. Co-defendants. 

i • 

The bill of complaint of Essie Bradfield, the plaintiff above 
named, respectfully shows to the court: 

1—3416a 
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1. That the plaintiff is a citizen of the United States, a resident of 
the District of Columbia, and brings this suit in her own right. 
That the defendant, Robert L. Bradfield, is a citizen of the United 
States and a resident of the District of Columbia. That the co-de¬ 
fendants, Daisy Copeland and Vera Cunningham are citizens of the 
United States and residents of the District of Columbia. 

2. That the plaintiff and the defendant Bradfield were lawfully 
married in the City of Washington. District of Columbia by 

Reverend - Naylor, a Minister authorized to perform marriage 

ceremonies on the (5th day of December, 1893; that no children have 
been born to said plaintiff and defendant. 

3. That the plaintiff and said defendant have lived and cohabited 
together as man and wife since said marriage until on or about the 

Sth day of December, 1919, and at all times since said mar- 
*2 riage, and now, the plaintiff and the defendant have been, 
and now are. husband and wife. 


4. That the defendant did. on or about the 29th day of February, 
1920, at his drug store at 11th street and Rhode Island Ave., north¬ 


west. in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, as plaintiff is 
informed and believes, commit acts of adultery with said co-defend¬ 
ants and each of them, without cause, and without the knowledge, 


consent, connivance, privity, or procurement of the plaintiff, and 
that since the discovery by the plaintiff of said acts of adultery, she 
has not voluntarilv cohabited with the defendant. That the de¬ 


fendant did, on or about the 21st day of February, 1920, at the La 
Salle Hotel, in the City of Chicago, State of Illinois, as the plaintiff is 
informed and believes, commit an act of adulterv with the co-de- 

✓ V 


fendant, Daisy Copeland. # . 

5. That the defendant on divers and sundry occasions during the 
months of November. December. January, February, and March last 
passed, in and about the premises above described at 11th Street and 
Rhode Island Ave.. in said city, as plaintiff is informed & believes, 
committed acts of adultery with said co-defendants and other per¬ 
sons to the plaintiff unknown, all without the knowledge, consent, 
privity, or procurement of the plaintiff; that plaintiff has not con- 
dened" said acts of the defendant and has not voluntarily cohabited 


with said defendant since the said acts. 


6. That the said defendant has, at various times within one year 
last passed in the manner and at the times hereinafter set forth, com¬ 
mitted against the plaintiff acts of cruelty as follows, to-wit: 

a. That on or about March 5th, 1920, the defendant ac- 
3 cused the plaintiff of being a lunatic and threatened her with 
an examination for lunacy, and informed her that he would 
put her into the lunatic asylum where she belonged. 

b. That on or about the 25th day of December, 1919, the defend¬ 
ant cursed the plaintiff and used vile and indecent language of and 
concerning her and threatened to throw her out of his store at the 
premises aforesaid and to have the police take her into custody. 
That at the same time defendant placed his hands on the plaintiff 
and pulled and threw her roughly and violently from behind the 
soda fountain in his store aforesaid and again cursed her. 
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c. That on or about the 3rd dav of March. 1920, the defendant 
again cursed and abused the plaintiff and called her a thief and ac¬ 
cused her of being a thief. 

d. That almost continually since the month of May,! 1919, and 
on almost every night during said time since May, 1919, up to the 
present time the defendant has forsaken and abandoned! this plain¬ 
tiff and has stayed out as late as two or three o’clock in the morning, 
carousing with other men and women, and leading a debauched life. 

e. That for two months last passed prior to the commencement of 
this action, the defendant has been guilty of habitual drunkenness 
and has very frequently during said time been intoxicated and un¬ 
able to attend to his business. 

/. That on various occasions within the last two or three months 
prior to the commencement of this action, the defendant has secretly 
met and been with and ran with the said co-defendants and particu¬ 
larly the said Daisy Copeland, as indicated by a certain telegram, a 
copy of which is hereto annexed marked exhibit “A” and 

4 hereof made a part, and as indicated further bv a letter, 
a true copy of which is hereto annexed marked exhibit “B” 

and hereof made a part. 

7. That on or about the 10th day of December, 1919. the defend¬ 
ant urged the plaintiff to get a divorce from him and offered to give 
and furnish her with facts or grounds upon which she could secure 
said divorce; that on two or three other occasions since December 10, 
1919. the defendant has likewise tried to persuade the plaintiff to get 
a divorce from him and offered to furnish her with facts, data and 
grounds upon which she might secure the same, all of which the 
plaintiff has refused. 

8. That almost continually for one year last passed, the defendant 

has been guilty of cruel and inhuman acts toward the plaintiff, and 
has been guilty of a course of cruel and inhuman conduct toward her 
which is, and has been, of such a nature as to reasonably destroy and 
render unbearable the marriage relation existing between them and 
to reasonably defeat the proper and legitimate objects of marriage; 
that by reason of all of the acts hereinbefore complaijied of. the 
home-life of the plaintiff has been completely destroyed, the mar¬ 
riage relation between plaintiff and defendant rendered! intolerable 
and the plaintiff rendered sick of mind and body. | 

9. That the defendant is of able body and capable of carping a good 
salary and sufficient money for the support of himself arid plaintiff: 
that the defendant owns property consisting of an automobile, a stock 
of merchandise and other property of the approximate value of 

$5,000.00. as this plaintiff is informed and believes: that the 

5 plaintiff is a poor person and has no money or property of 
her own by which to support herself during the pendency of 

this action or thereafter or with which to pay the expenses of this 
litigation and her attorneys for prosecuting the same, and that it will 
be impossible for her to prosecute this action without sonic assistance 
from the defendant. 

10. That all of the acts of the defendant complained of by the 
plaintiff in this complaint have been committed by Tiim without 
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cause, and without the consent, connivance, privity or procurement 
of the plaintiff. 

11. That the plaintiff is informed and believes that the defendant 
is planning to leave the District of Columbia and to take up a resi¬ 
dence in some other state in order that he might get away from her 
and might not be compelled to support her during the pendency of 
any action that she might bring against him for divorce or other¬ 
wise; that she is informed and believes that the defendant has 
recently been to the State of Colorado for the purpose of arranging a 
new residence and business in that State; that she verily believes that 
it is his intention to depart from the District of Columbia in the near 
future and he has so informed her that he will do so, taking with 
him such property as he may possess, unless restrained by this court. 

Wherefore, thd premises considered, plaintiff prays: 

1. That copy, subpoena and all proper process issue direct to the de¬ 
fendant and co-defendants herein, requiring them and each of them 
to appear and answer the exigencies of this, plaintiff's bill. 

2. That upon final hearing of this cause, plaintiff be 

6 granted a divorce of a vinculo matrimonii now subsisting be¬ 
tween the plaintiff and defendant. 

3. That the plaintiff recover from the defendant all the costs and 
expenses of this action by her expended and all further costs that 
mav accrue. 

4. That the plaintiff recover from the defendant temporary ali¬ 
mony and support during the pendency of this action and thereafter 
support for herself in such sum as the court may allow as just and 
proper; that the defendant also be required to pay to plaintiff coun¬ 
sel fees in such sum as the court mav direct. 

5. That writ of ne exeat issue upon the filing of this bill restrain¬ 
ing the defendant from leaving the jurisdiction of this court and re¬ 
straining him from removing any of his personal property or cash 
from this jurisdiction or from disposing of his personal property or 
cash in this jurisdiction, and that after the hearing herein, the de¬ 
fendant be permanently restrained and enjoined from departing 
from the jurisdiction of this court or from disposing of his personal 
property or cash in the District of Columbia, or from removing same 
from the District of Columbia. 

6. That in order to prevent the defendant from leaving the juris¬ 
diction of this court, said writ issue to the United States Marshal of 
the District of Columbia directing him to take into custody and hold 
the said defendant until he shall give* bond in a sum sufficient to as¬ 
sure the discharge of his duty to the plaintiff. 

7. That the plaintiff have such other and further relief as 

7 to the court may seem proper and the nature of the cause de¬ 
mands. 


ESSIE BRADFIELD, 


Plaintiff. 


J. D. EASON, .Tr.. 

Attorney for the Plaintiff. 
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District of Columbia, To wit: 

Essie Bradfield, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
That she is the plaintiff named in the foregoing bill! of complaint; 
that she has read said bill of complaint and petition and knows the 
contents thereof, and that the same is true, except as tb the facts and 
things therein stated on information and belief, and jas to such, she 
believes them to be true. 

ESSIE BRADFIELD. 

| 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9" dav of March, 1920. 
[seal.] THEODORE BLOCK, 

Notary Public for the District of Columbia. 

My commission expires Oct. 20, 1920. 

8 Exhibit “A.” 


Received at Red Oak. Ia. 


no 27! om s ck 16. 


Ud Denver Colo., 145 pm., Feb. 21-1920. 

Mrs. Daisy Pryor: 

Enroute Chicago Care Pullman condr 
Burlington train no. 2 Redoak Iowa. 

Am leaving Denver 2 O’clock burlington arrive Chicago 9:30 Sun¬ 
day night lav over meet me. 

BOB. 


Exhibit “B.” 


437 pm. 


Miss Daisy Copeland: 


Wash.. D. C.. Feb. 28. 1920 


Can I have the pleasure of your company to go to Alexandria to 


launching of one of the ships at 12:30. If so. answer 
velope yes or no. If yes, meet me at 11th & R St. at 
have met before. 

Yours very respectfully, 

(Signed) 


9 


Affidavit of Essie Bradfield for Ne Exeat. 
Filed March 10. 1920. 


on back of en- 
store where we 


BOB. 


i 

Essie Bradfield, being first duly sworn, deposes and:says: That she 
is the plaintiff named above; that she has a good and meritorious 
cause of action against the said defendant for divorce, and that the 
said defendant is a necessary party to the said action; 
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That the said defendant, Robert L. Bradfield, informed and told 
this affiant on this day, to-wit: the 9th day of March, 1920, that he 
was going to leave and depart from the District of Columbia, inti¬ 
mating that he would do so in the very near future; that said Daisy 
Copeland informed this affiant on March 8, 1920, that defendant did 
about February 17, 1920, go to Denver, Colorado, to get a divorce 
and to create and commence a residence there, and that said defend¬ 
ant was going into the business of pharmacy at said Denver, Colo¬ 
rado, andf that said defendant had so informed said Copeland; 

That said defendant did, between the dates of about February 17 
and February 23, 1920, go to Denver, Colorado and return and that 
said Copeland went either to, or a part of the way to Denver, Colorado, 
and that with the said defendant or about the same time, as indicated 
by a telegram sent by said defendant to said Copeland in words as 
follows, to wit. 

Western Union Telegram. 

Received at Red Oak, la. no 27 om s ck 16. 

Ud Denver. Colo., 145 pm., feb. 21-1920. 


Mrs. Daisy Pryor: 

Enroute Chicago Care Pullman condr. 
Burlington train no 2 Redoak Iowa. 


Am leaving denver 2 o'clock burlington arrive Chicago 
10 930 sundav night lay over meet me. 

BOB. 437 pm. 


That it is a kndwn fact that defendant is carrying large sums of 
cash money on his person, indicating that he is disposing of or is 
about to dispose of his property within the jurisdiction of this Court. 
That the defendant has on several occasions within the past few 


months tried to persuade the plaintiff to get a divorce and offered to 
furnish her sufficient facts, data, and grounds upon which she might 
make application therefor. 

That- the plaintiff verily believes that defendant intends in the 
very near future to dispose of all of his property within the juris¬ 
diction of this Cohrt, and depart from the District of Columbia to 
Denver, Colorado or to some other distant state. 

That one Sallie Bradfield, a sister-in-law to the defendant named 
above, informed this affiant that the defendant was going to sell his 
store and business in the city of Washington, D. C., and the said de¬ 
fendant so informed the said Sallie Bradfield. 

! ESSIE BRADFIELD. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9 day of March, 1920. 
r seal. 1 THEODORE BLOCK. 

i Notary Public, D. C. 
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11 Affidavit of Gertrude Williams for Ne Exeat. 

Filed March 10, 1920. 

* * * * * * 

Gertrude Williams, being first duly sworn, deposed and says: That 
the said Daisy Copeland named herein as one of the co-defendants 
informed this affiant on March 8, 1920, that the defendant did about 
March 17, 1920, go to Denver, Colorado, to get a divorce and to 
create and commence a residence there and that said defendant was 
going into the- business of pharmacy in Denver, Colorado, and that 
said defendant so informed said Copeland. 

That said defendant did between the dates of February 17, 1920, 
and February 23, 1920, go to Denver, Colorado, andj that said Cope¬ 
land went either to said Denver, Colorado, or a part of the way to 
Denver, Colorado, at or about the same time as indicated by a cer¬ 
tain telegram sent by defendant to said Copeland in words as follows, 
to wit. 


Western Union Telegram. 


Received at Red Oak, la. 


no 27 om s ck 16. 


Ud Denver, Colo., 145 pm., feb. 21-1920. 

Mrs. Daisy Prvor: 

Enroute Chicago Care Pullman condr. 

Burlington train no 2 Redoak Iowa. 

Am leaving denver 2 o’clock burlington arrive Chicago 930 Sunday 
night lay over meet me 

4 BOB. 437 pm. 

That this affiant did on or about loth day of August, 1919, hear 
the said defendant say that he was going to get a divorce from the 
plaintiff herein. 

GERTRUDE WILLIAMS. 

12 Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9"! day of March, 

1920. 

[seal.] THEODORE BLOCK, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Order for Ne Exeat. 

Filed March 10, 1920. 

* sje sjc * * 9| 

Upon consideration of the bill of complaint of £ssie Bradfield, 
plaintiff herein, praying for the issuance of a Writ of Ne Exeat sup¬ 
ported by two affidavits, all as hereto annexed, to prevent the escape 
of the defendant from the jurisdiction of this Court and his duty as 
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the husband of the plaintiff and it appearing to the Court that the 
said defendant may leave the jurisdiction of this Court and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia before adequate provision can be made for the sup¬ 
port of the plaintiff, it is this 10th day of March, A. D. 1920, 
Ordered that the Marshal in and for the District of Columbia take 
the defendant, Robert L. Bradfield into his custody and commit him 
to jail in the District of Columbia there to await the further order of 
the Court herein unless he shall give bond to be approved by the 
Clerk in the sum of Five hundred dollars, not to depart from the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia and the jurisdiction of this Court without leave 
first had and obtained. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 


13 Writ of Ne Exeat. 

Issued March 10, 1920. 

******* 

The President of the United States to the Marshal for the District 
of Columbia, Greeting: 

It appearing to the Court that the defendant Robert L. Bradfield 
has been guilty of extreme cruelty toward the plaintiff and that he 
has committed acts of adultery and that he designs quickly to leave 
the District of Columbia and the jurisdiction of this Court and has 
declared his intention to do so, all for the purpose of avoiding the 
claims of plaintiff as appears by her bill of complaint and support¬ 
ing affidavits herein and so as to avoid the discharge of his duties 
toward the plaintiff as his wife, all of which tend to the great prej¬ 
udice and damage of the plaintiff. * 

That therefore in order to prevent this injustice you are hereby 
commanded without delay to cause the said defendant Robert L. 
Bradfield personally to come before you and give security in the sum 
of Five Hundred dollars ($500.00) and that the said Robert L. 
Bradfield will not go or attempt to go beyond or without the District 
of Columbia or the jurisdiction of this Court, or dispose of any of his 
property within the District of Columbia, without leave of the Court; 
and in case the Said Robert L. Bradfield shall refuse or fail to give 
said securitv, then you are to commit him, the said Robert L. Brad- 
field'. to the United States Jail in said District, there to be 

14 kept until he shall do it of his own accord; and when you 
shall have taken such security, you will forthwith make re¬ 
turn of this Writ showing how you have executed the same. 

Witness the Honorable Walter I. McCoy, Chief Justice of said 
Court, this 10th day of March, 1920. 

J. R. YOUNG, Clerk, 
i By F. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Assistant Clerk. 
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Marshal’s Return. 


March 10, 1920. 


Arrested the within named Robert L. Bradford this day and re¬ 
leased him the same date on $500.00 Bond. 

MAURICE SPLAIN, 

U J 5. Marshal. 

K. 


15 Rule to Show Cause. 

\ 

Filed March 12, 1920. | 

I 

| 

^ ^ ^ 

•y* ^ ^ ^ 

Upon consideration of the bill of complaint filed j herein by the 
plaintiff, and the supporting affidavits filed herein ion her behalf, 
duly verified as bv law required, it is this 12th dav of March, A. D. 
1920, 

Ordered bv the Court: 

That the said defendant, Robert L. Bradfield, appear in this 
court on the 19th day of March, 1920, at the houi of 10 o’clock 
A. M., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, and show cause, 
if any he has, why he should not pay to the said plaintiff a reason- 


also as counsel 
prosecute this 


said defendant 


able sum as alimony pendente lite for her support, 
fees and costs of this suit to enable the plaintiff to 
action. 

Provided that a copy of this order be served on the 
on or before March 17th, 1920. 

By the Court. 

WALTER I. McOOY, 

Chief Justice. 

i 

Marshal's Return. 

Served a copy of the within Rule on Robert L.j Bradfield per¬ 
sonally : March 12-1920. 

MAURICE SPLAIN, 

U. S. Marshal. 

K. 


16 


Affidavit of Essie Bradfield. 
Filed March 24, 1920. 




* 


District of Columbia, To wit: 

Essie Bradfield, being first duly sworn, deposes and! says: That she 
is the plaintiff named in the above-entitled action; tljat she owns no 

2—3416a 
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property whatever except a few personal effects, and has no calling or 
profession with which to make a living or support for herself and has 
not at any time in the past- had such calling or profession; that she 
is 49 years of age, is suffering with nervousness and is wholly phy¬ 
sically unable to support herself during the pendency of this action 
and thereafter; 

That the defendant, Robert L. Bradfield, is of able body, is, and 
for the past two or three years has been, the owner of a good and 
going drug store and business at 11th and Rhode Avenue, Washing¬ 
ton, D. CC from which defendant, as plaintiff is informed, derives a 
monthly income of at least $250.00; that defendant has admitted to 
plaintiff that he was making $250.00 clear profit from said drug 
store; that within the recent past the defendant has admitted to 
plaintiff that he had $5,000.00 in cash, and at the time of such ad¬ 
mission exhibited'to plaintiff a large amount of cash money; that the 
defendant is the owner of an automobile upon which he has been 
able to expend considerable money for running expenses and up¬ 
keep; this affidavit is made in support of plaintiff’s application for 
alimony pendente lite, and the plaintiff prays the court for such 
allowance from defendant as will support her pending this 
17 action or the final determination of the cause. 

ESSIE BRADFIELD. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this March 24, 1920. 

i J. R. YOUNG, Clk., 

By F. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Asst. Clk. 


Plea and Answer of Robert L. Bradfield. 

Filed March 26, 1920. 

******* 

The plea of the defendant Robert L. Bradfield and answer to the 
bill of complaint and the rule to show cause issued thereon says: 

1. This defendant denies that the plaintiff is a resident of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, but avers that her proper and only legal resi¬ 
dence is the residence of this defendant in the County of Alexandria, 
Virginia, and this defendant denies the right of the plaintiff to sue 
him in any court of the District of Columbia and he avers that she 
can onlv sue him in the county of his residence, namely: Alex¬ 
andria County, Virginia, the defendant having been a resident of 
and voter in Virginia for the past eight years and having been born 
in Virginia and never having been a resident of any other state or 
territory. 

2. This defendant admits his marriage to the plaintiff as 

stated. 

18 3. This defendant admits that he and the plaintiff lived 

and cohabited together until December 8-1919 as alleged, at 
which date she without any just or proper cause or excuse wilfully 
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deserted and abandoned this defendant and has ever $ince refused to 
live with him. 

4. This defendant for answer to the 4th, 5th and 6th paragraphs of 
the bill of complaint denies each and every allegation made therein 
as to his having committed adultery with the co-respondents named 
or with any other person and he avers that said charges are malicious 
and unfounded and that the plaintiff will be found op hearing to be 
without any evidence to support her said charges, including also 
cruelty as well as adultery. 

7. This defendant denies that he ever solicited the! plaintiff to get 
a divorce from him or that he ever offered to furnish her with facts, 


data and grounds for divorce but he avers the facts to be that the 
plaintiff is 49 years old and for the past two years has been having a 
change of life and has frequently stated that she is having a change 
of life and her nagging and suspicion and jealousy and interference 
with this defendant’s business and her questioning j him as to cus¬ 
tomers that come in his store whether known to this defendant or not 
have made his life unbearable and this defendant has said to plain¬ 
tiff that if she wanted to go to Virginia and sue him for divorce he 
would not contest the suit but he has always refused jo commit adul¬ 
tery in order for the plaintiff to get a divorce from him although her 
conduct would justiy this defendant in doing almost anything to 
secure some future happiness in the few years that he ihas to live. 

8. This defendant says that he has never treated the plain- 
19 tiff except with kindness, consideration and affection and that 
while her conduct toward him has been extremelv cruel and 


heartless he has supplied all her wants and spent all his earnings on 
her comfort and happiness, and up to December 9tjh when she re¬ 
fused to live w r ith him he had never been away from her a day in his 
life except when she left him to go away for her health, once for 
three months, this defendant always paying all her bills, and this de¬ 
fendant mortgaged his store while at Clarendon, Virginia, in 1914 or 
1915, to furnish her money to go to South Carolina! for her health. 

9. This defendant says that he has a Ford automobile worth 
about $700 or $800 dollars, purchased in July 1919j and a stock of 
merchandise and fixtures worth about $2,000. and that his income 
will not exceed one thousand dollars a year so that! this defendant 
did not have to make an income tax return, and the slanders of 


plaintiff and interference with the business of the defendant has 
injured his business to the extent of several hundred dollars a month 
in sales which would earn this defendant additional income. 


10. This respondent is not called upon to answer! the 10th para¬ 
graph of the bill of complaint which is inserted to cjomplv with the 
rule of court. 

11. This respondent denies that he ever intended jo leave the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia and he avers that the plaintiff never had the slight¬ 
est ground to require him to give bond to remain in the District of 
Columbia and that it would be impossible for him to remove his 
store and fixtures from the District of Columbia as! at his age and 

without any capital it would be impossible for him to start in 
20 business elsewhere than where he is now located, and he is 
without any income except the small earnings of his store, 
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and it is so hard to get goods that it is difficult to keep on hand suffi¬ 
cient stock to make this defendant a living, and this defendant has 
had to keep his store open fifteen hours a day in order to make a 
living. 

Further answering the bill of complaint this defendant says that 
he has filed suit in the Circuit Court of Alexandria County, Virginia, 
charging the plaintiff Essie Bradfield with wilful desertion and 
abandonment and that, she has the right to answer in said suit or file 
a cross bill if she so elects and this defendant avers that said court is 
the only court that can properly take cognizance of the complaints of 
said Essie Bradfield, and that this Honorable Court is without juris¬ 
diction in the premises. 

And now having fully answered this respondent prays that he 
mav be hence dismissed with his reasonable costs. 

ROBERT L. BRADFIELD, 

Defendant. 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Robert L. Bradfield. being duly sworn, depose and say, that I 
have read the foregoing answer by me subscribed and know the con¬ 
tents thereof; that the matters and facts therein stated as of my per¬ 
sonal knowledge are true; and those stated upon information and be¬ 
lief. I believe to be true. 

ROBERT L. BRADFIELD. 

CRANDAL MACKEY, 

Atty. for Defendant. 

21 Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23rd dav of March. 

A. D. 1920. 

[seal.1 ! WILLIAM C. ASHFORD, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Answer of Daisy Copeland Pryor. 

Filed March 26. 1920. 

wjr, 

* 5jc sjc jf: s|e a|e s|e 

The answer of Daisv Copeland Prvor sued as Daisv Copeland in 

v 1 %/ L 

the above entitled cause savs: 

1. That she is a legal resident of Denver, Colorado, visiting her 
mother in the District of Columbia for the past three weeks. 

2. That she knows nothing of the matters set forth in the 2nd 
paragraph of the plaintiff's bill relating to marriage and that no 
child was born of plaintiff's marriage. 

3. That she knows nothing of the matters stated in the third 
paragraph of the plaintiff's bill. 

4. That she denies that on Februarv 29-1920 or at anv other time 

• _ 

that she committed adulterv with the defendant Robert L. Bradfield. 
She denies that she ever met the said Robert L. Bradfield at the La 
Salle Hotel in Chicago, Illinois, but avers the fact to be that she was 
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never at the La Salle Hotel or any other hotel in Chicago in her life, 
and she denies that she ever met "the said Robert L. Bradfield in Chi¬ 
cago in her life and she denies that she ever was in Chicago in her 
life except to pass through that city on a railway train. She 

22 further says that on February 21-1920 she wals on a railway 
train all day and the day before and the day after she was on 

the train en route from Denver. Colorado to Washington, D. C. 

5. That she denies each and every allegation of the 5th paragraph 
of the plaintiff’s bill, in so far as it charges her with adultery. 

6. That she knows nothing of the acts of cruelty charged in the 
6th paragraph of the bill of complaint. 

7. That, she knows nothing of the 7th paragraph: of the bill of 
complaint, or matters stated therein. 

8t.h, 9th, 10th and 11th. That she knows nothing of the matters 
stated in the 8th, 9th, 10th, and 11th paragraphs of the bill of com¬ 
plaint as they do not relate to this defendant. 

And now having fully answered this respondent prays to be hence 
dismissed with her reasonable costs in this behalf most wrongfully 
sustained. 

DAISY COPELAND PRYOR. 

CRANDAL MACKEY, 

A tty. for Defendant. 

District of Columbia, To wit: \ 

I, Daisy Copeland Pryor upon oath say that I have read the fore¬ 
going answer by me subscribed and know the contents thereof and 
that the matters and things therein stated as of my personal knowl¬ 
edge are true and those stated upon information and belief I believe 
to he true 

DAISY COPELAND PRYOR. 

23 Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25th dav of March, 
1920. 

[seal.1 WILLIAM C. ASHFORD, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

• i 

Joinder in Issue. 

i 

Filed April 3, 1920. 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

i 

The plaintiff joins issue upon defendant, Robert: L. Bradfield’s, 
plea to jurisdiction and answer to bill of complaint herein, and upon 
the answer of Daisv Copeland filed herein. 

ESSIE BRADFIELD. 

Plaintiff , 

Per J. D. E., Jr., I Atty. 

J. D. EASON, Jr.. j 

Attorney for the Plaintiff. 
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Affidavit of Hynes E. Terry. 

Filed April 6, 1920. 

r 

lx the District of Columbia. To wit: 

Hynes E. Terry, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: That he 
has known said defendant, Robert L. Bradfield, for the past twenty 
years intimately and during the past year has been intimately ac¬ 
quainted with the drug business of said defendant located at 11th 
and Rhode Island Ave., N. W., Washington, D. C., having 
24 worked in said business for said defendant from time to time 
during such past year; that said business has been prosper¬ 
ous and active during such time and an excellent money maker; that 
on a great many occasions and times within the past year and on or 
about August, 1919, the defendant Bradfield said and admitted to 
affiant that he made in the first year of said business therefrom net 
the sum of $3,000.00, being the year 1918, and that he would do 
even better in-the year 1919; said Bradfield has often spoken to this 
affiant about the prosperity of his said business and stated that he 
was making good money out of the same; that said defendant did, in 
November, 1919, exhibit $5,000.00 to this affiant and admitted the 
same to be his; that affiant has very frequently during the past year 
seen said defendant with large sums of money on his person and 
knows of his own knowledge that said defendant has spent money 
very freely; that in the month of January, 1920, said defendant told 
this affiant that he had invested $1,000.00 in German marks; that 
said defendant informed this affiant about the last of January, 1920, 
that he had been offered a good position in the census office, Wash¬ 
ington, D. C., but that he would and could not accept same for the 
reason that he would and could in the year 1920 make twice that 
much out of his said drug business, at which time he reiterated that 
said drug business was verv prosperous. 

HYNES E. TERRY. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this April 3, 1920. 
[seal.] S. A. GENTRY, 

Notary Public for the District of Columbia. 

My commission expires-,-. 

My Commission Expires Oct. 25, 1920. 
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25 Affidavit of Nathan Williams . j 

i 

Filed April 6, 1920. | 

I 

* * * * * * j * 

j 

In the District of Columbia, To wit: 

Nathan Williams, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: That 
he is well acquainted with the defendant Robert L. Bradfield named 
above and has known him for approximately ten years last past; that 
affiant has at various times during the one year last past seen said 
defendant very frequently with large sums of money, at one time 
about November 1, 1919, with the sum of $1,200.00,j which sum de¬ 
fendant said was his own money and that he was going to use it to 
bet on the Virginia election to be held about that timje; that said de¬ 
fendant is a free spender of money, and for sometime has been, to 
the knowledge of this affiant; that on or about the; month of Au¬ 
gust, 1919, said defendant admitted to this affiant; that he made 
$3,000.00 net the first year of his business at 11th and Rhode Island 
Ave., N. W., Washington, D. C. where he is now conducting a durg 
business, and that such sum was made in said drug business, and 
said defendant further admitted to and to affiant that she would make 
over $3,000.00 the current year, that is, the year 1919 in which he 
made such statement to affiant, that affiant approached said de¬ 
fendant on the subject of selling the said business at said time and 
was refused on the ground as stated by said defendant that he, the 
defendant, was making too much money to sell the same and that he 
wished to keep said business; that said drug business ;is located at an 
excellent corner and should be an excellent j money maker, 
26 and affiant has observed said business as being very active 
and prosperous within the last year or two. 

NATHAN WILLIAMS. 

i . . 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this April 3, 1920. 

[seal.] _ S. A. GENTRY, 

Notary Public in and for the District j of Columbia . 

My commission expires on the — day of-, 19j—. 

My Commission Expires Oct. 25, 1920. 

i 

Affidavit of Robert L. Bradfield. 

\ 

Filed April 9, 1920. j • 

i 

| 

j 

3je ajc * * 3jc * * 

District of Columbia, To wit: j 

! 

Robert L. Bradfield being first duly sworn states upon oath as fol¬ 
lows: That he has read the affidavits of the plaintiff and of Nathan 
Williams and of Hynes Terry, brother of the plaintiff relating to the 


< 
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faculties of the defendant and in answer thereto says: That he never 
had the sum of five thousand dollars in his life and never told the 
plaintiff that he had any such sum; that he never told the plaintiff 
that he had an income of $250 per month or any other amount of in¬ 
come; that he never showed the said Nathan Williams $1,200 last 
November as he alleges but did show said Nathan W illiams $150 
last November which this affiant told him was to be bet on the 

27 election in Alexandria County, Virginia; that affiant never 
told the said Williams he was making $3,000 or that affiant 

would make $3,000 in 1919; that affiant has frequently offered to 
sell his drug business for $3,000. That affiant never exhibited to 
said Hynes Terry, brother of plaintiff, $5,000 as alleged; that affiant 
never had $5,000 at one time in his life; that affiant never owned a 
German mark in his life and never was offered a position in the Cen¬ 
sus Office and never told anyone so; that affiant’s business affords 
him an income of about a thousand dollars per year but did afford 
him an income at one time of about $1,500 per year but that income 
has been reduced because of the interference of the plaintiff who has 
caused affiant to close his store frequently to — rid of her annoyances 
and interference with his business and his customers, so that affiant's 
present income will not exceed $1,000 per year. Affiant further 
says that he is now trying to get a position at $35 per week and to 
lock up his store and" keep it idle until he can sell his said drug 
business; that affiant owes drug bills amounting to about $400 which 
he has been unable to pay for the past four or five months; that he 
pays for his wife’s apartment $28 per month and pays her light and 
gas bills, and pays $25 per month for his store; that affiant had to 
put up with the Marshal when arrested on a ne exeat five hundred 
dollars or go to jail and said five hundred dollars was part of $550 
which affiant had on hand as savings to pay outstanding bills and 
carry on his business, and affiant has no bank account and has had 
none during the past five years. Further affiant sayeth not. 

ROBERT L. BRADFIELD. 

28 Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of April, 
1920. 

[seal.] WILLIAM C. ASHFORD, 

i Notary Public, D. C. 

l 

Affidavit of Sallie Bradfield. 

Filed April 9, 1920. 

******* 
District of Columbia, To wit: 

Sallie Bradfield being first duly sworn states upon oath as follows: 

That she is a sister-in-law of the defendant and is well acquainted 
with the plaintiff; that on, to wit: the 12th day of March, 1920 the 
said plaintiff called up this affiant on the phone and informed her 
that she had sued her husband for divorce charging him with adul- 
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tery; that the matter was out of her hands and in the hands of her 
lawyer; that she had plenty of money to carry on the suit against her 
husband and all the financial backing she needed j Further affiant 
saveth not. 

SALLIE BRADFIELD. 

i 

! 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of April 1920. 
[seal.] WILLIAM C. ASHFORD. 

Notary Public, D. C. 

29 Decree for Alimony Pendente Lite j. 

Filed April 9, 1920. 

i 

! 

This cause came on to be heard upon the bill of conjiplainnt and the 
affidavits filed therewith; the answer of the defendant and the co- 
defendant- Daisy Copeland and the affidavits filed pn behalf of the 
defendant and the motion of the plaintiff by counsel for alimony 
pendente lite and was argued by counsel upon consideration whereof 
it is this 9th day of April A. D. 1920, adjudged, ordered and decreed 
that the defendant pay to the plaintiff or her counsel the sum of 
fifteen dollars per week beginning on the 19th day pf March, A. D. 
1920, and a like sum on Friday of each and every week thereafter as 
alimony pendente lite. 

WALTER I. j McCOY, 

i Chief Justice. 

The defendant Robert L. Bradfield having given notice of appeal 
to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia from the fore¬ 
going decree, the same is allowed and bond on appeal to operate as 
a supersedeas is fixed at seven hundred and fifty dollars. 
v WALTER 1.1McCOY, 

Chief Justice. 

30 Memorandum. 

April 26, 1920.—Supersedeas bond of defendant No. 1 approved 
and filed. 

! 

Answer of Vera Cunningham. , 

i 

Filed May 12, 1920. ! 

******!* 

The answer of Vera Cunningham to the bill ofj complaint filed 

in the above-entitled cause says: j . , 

That in so far as the bill of complaint charges her with adultery 
or with acts of immorality she expressly denies the same and m so 

3—3416a 
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far as the other paragraphs of the bill of complaint are concerned she 
has no knowledge of the matters and things therein alleged. 

And now having fully answered the said bill of complaint this re¬ 
spondent prays that she be hence dismissed with her reasonable costs 
in this behalf sustained. 

VERA CUNNINGHAM. 

District of Columbia. To wit: 

I. Vera Cunningham, upon oath say that I have read the fore¬ 
going bill of complaint by me subscribed and know the contents 
thereof and that the matters and things therein stated as of my per¬ 
sonal knowledge are true and those stated upon information and be¬ 
lief I believe to be true. 

! VERA CUNNINGHAM. 


31 Subscribed and sworn to before me this ‘28th day of April, 

1920. 

WILLIAM C. ASHFORD, 

Notary Public, D. C.- 

CRANDAL MACKEY. 

Attorney. 

Assignment of Errors. 

Filed June 2, 1920. 


First Assignment of Error. 

The Court, erred in taking jurisdiction of the cause. 

Second Assignment of Error. 

The Court erred i in taking jurisdiction of the cause without first 
having determined the question of jurisdiction raised by the defend¬ 
ant’s plea to the jurisdiction. 

Third Assignment of Error. 

The Court erred in entering a decree requiring the defendant to 
pay to the plaintiff alimony pendente lite without first having deter¬ 
mined the question of jurisdiction raised by the defendant’s plea 
to the jurisdiction. 

CRANDAL MACKEY, 

; Attorney for Defendant. 

To J. D. Eason. Jr., Esq., 

Attorney for Plaintiff: 

32 Take notice that 1 have this 2nd dav of June, 1920 filed 

the foregoing assignment of errors. 

CRANDAL MACKEY, 

: Attorney for Defendant. 
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i 

Appellant's Designation of Record. 

■ 

Filed June 2,1920. 

* * * * A 3|E jlc 

i 

The Clerk will include in the record on appeal to the Court of Ap¬ 
peals, the following: 

1. Bill of complaint. 

2. Motion for alimony pendente life and rule to show cause. 

3. Answer of defendant and affidavits filed by defendant. 

4. Affidavits filed by the plaintiff. 

5. Order granting alimony pendente lite and fixing supersedeas 
bond on appeal. 

6. Assignment of errors. 

7. This designation. 

CRANDAL MACKEY, 
Attorney for Defendant. 

I 

| 

To J. D. Eason, Jr., Esq., 

Attorney for Plaintiff: 

Take notice that I have this 2nd day of June, A. I). 1920 filed the 
foregoing designation of record. ! 

CRANDAL MACKEY, 
.Attorney for Defendant. 

I 

| 

33 Appellee’s Designation of Record. 

| : 

Filed June 7, 1920. 

i 

* * * * Sic sjc | sjc 

I 

In addition to the designation by defendant, thb clerk will in¬ 
clude in the record on appeal to the Court of Appeals^ the following: 

1. Writ of ne exeat. 

2. Bond under ne exeat writ. 

3. All affidavits filed by plaintiff in support of her application for 
alimony pendente lite. 

4. This designation. • I 

J. D. EASON, Jr., 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 

To Crandal Mackey, Esq., 

Attorney for Defendant: 

Take notice that I have this 4th day of June, A. D. 1920, filed 
the foregoing designation of record. 

J. D. EASON, Jr., 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 
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Memorandum. 


June 11, 1920.—Time for filing transcript of record in Court of 
Appeals extended until June 30, 1920. 

34 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 


Morgan H. Beach, clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 33, 
both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, ac¬ 
cording to directions of counsel herein filed, copies of which are 
made part of this transcript, in cause No. 37658 in Equity, wherein 
Essie Bradfield is Plaintiff and Robert L. Bradfield is Defendant and 
Daisy Copeland and Vera Cunningham are Co-Defendants, as the 
same remains upon the files and of record in said Court. 

Pi testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 23rd day of June, 1920. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 


MORGAN H. BEACH, 

Clerk. 

E. W. 


Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
3416. Robert L. Bradfield, appellant, vs. Essie Bradfield. Court of 
Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Jun. 26, 1920. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk. 








